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Sir: 



In response to the final Office Action mailed on June 14, 1999, the applicants submit 

^ ^l herewith a Supplementary Declaration of Sean Duffy Under 37 C.F.R. § 1 . 1 32. C 

Claims 1-9 and 11-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as being unpatentable over 
Zupan et al. taken with EPO 0038013 and Malook et al. Reconsideration of that rejection is 
requested in light of the Supplementary Declaration of Dr. Duffy. The Examiner's suggestion to 
show the percent of the ingredients in Examples A and B is gratefully acknowledged. In 
accordance with that suggestion, the Supplementary Declaration shows the percentages of the 
ingredients in Samples A and B. The formulations of Samples A and B are the same as one 
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another, the difference being that Sample B was fresh at the time of comparison with 
Formulations (1) and (2), whereas Sample A was manufactured in 1996. Formulations (1) and 
(2) attempted to combine the compositions disclosed in Zupan et al. with those disclosed in the 
EPO reference. The characteristics of Formulations (1) and (2) at the time of manufacture are 
given in the last two lines on the third page of Dr. Duffy's earlier declaration and on the top 
portion of the fourth page. The characteristics of Formulations (1) and (2) after five months of 
storage at room temperature are given on the bottom portion of the fourth page and on the fifth 



In view of their physical characteristics, Formulations (1) and (2) had no commercial 
potential. Furthermore, comparison of the effectiveness of Samples A and B according to the 
present invention with formulations that had commercial potential shows the significantly greater 
effectiveness of the compositions according to the present invention. 

In view of the above, it is believed that the claims are allowable. A Notice of Allowance 
is respectfiilly requested. 
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Respectfully submitted. 



LANE, AITKEN & McCANN 
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Telephone: (202) 337-5556 
Facsimile: (202) 337-8073 
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